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Representative Bart Stupak

17.5. House of Representatives

2352 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-00401

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Umversal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative Stupak:

[ have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position (o change the Universal
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee.  Many of your constituents, including me, my friends,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. Il the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the sarne amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minuites of long distance a month.
Constiluents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, 1o give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifiing the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
It addition, il would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which [ am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issuc with monthly
newsletters and up o date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While [ am aware thai
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their cusiomers, the reality is that they
do. Asa consumer [ would like ensure 1 am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC ofhcials, the FCC has plans to change to a Hat
fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue (o spread the word o my community. I request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know hew a flat fee tax could disproportionately
aflect those i your constituency.

Thank you lor your continued work and 1 look forward (o hearing about your position on this matler.

Sincerely,

Kenneth Vasko

cc:
The Federal Communications Commission
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Representative Jeff Flake

U.9. flouse of Representatives
424 Cannon Housg Officg Bullding
Wasghington, BC 20515-000

Subjget: Re: Fedgral-$tate Joint Board on Universal Servieg CC Pocket 96-45

Dear Representativeg Plake:

| have sericus conegrns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to echange the Universal
Servieg Fund {USF) eollgetion method to & monthig flat fge. Many of your constitugnts, ineluding mg, my frignds, family
and negighbors, will be nggalively impacted by thg unfeir change proposed by the FCC.

s gou know, UST is currently coligetezd on a rgvenug basis. Peoplg who use morg pay morg into thg system. [f the
PCC changes that sysiem to a flal {ge, that megans that somgone who usgs ong thousand minutgs a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as somgong who uses zero minutes of long distanceg a month.
Constitugnts who use their limited rgsources wisgly should not be penalized for doing so.

T flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distaneg users, like studgnts, prepaid wirglgss users, senior citizens
and low-inecome residential and rural consumers, 1o give up their phongs dug 10 unaffordablg monlthly inergases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burdgn of the UST from high volume to low-volumg usgrs is radical and unnegegssary. In
addition, it would have & highly detrimental gffect on small busingssgs all across {Imerica.

The Reep UST Fair Coalition, of which | am a member, Regps me informed sboul thg UST issug with monthly newsigtiers
and up to datg information on their websitg, ineluding links to FCC information. Whilg | am awarg that [ederal law dogs
nol requirg companiegs to rgeover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that thgy do. ds a
consumer | would like gnsurg | am charged {airly. If the FCC goes 10 & numbers taxed, my servieg will eost morg. 1Ind
aceording Lo the Coalilion's reeent megtings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to ehange to a flat fee system
soon and without lggisiation.

]'will continug to monitor dgvgiopments on thg issug and continug to spread the word to my community. | request you
pass along my conegrns to the PCC on my behalf, 1gtting them know how a flat fee tax eould disproportionately affect
l_hosg in gour constitugney.

Thank gou for gour eontinued work and [ look forward to hegaring aboul your posilion on this matier,

dinegrely,

Fredra Carlson

[CON
The Federal Communications Commission
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Representative Bernig Sandgrs

0.8, Housg of Representatives

2233 Rayburn House Offieg Building
Washington, $C 20315-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-statg Joint Board on Universal Servieg CC Poeket 96-45

Pear Represgntalivg dandgers:

1 have sericus coneerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position 10 ehangg the Universal
Servieg Fund (UST) coligetion method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constitugms, including me, my frignds, family
and ngighbors, will bg negatively impacted by the unfair ehangg proposed by the FCC.

s gou know, UST is eurrgntly eollgetgd on a revenug basis. Pgople who use morg pay morg into the system.  [f the
FCC changgs that sgstem to a flat fee, that mgans that somegong who uses ong thousand minulgs & month of long
distance, pays thg same amount into the fund as somgong who usgs zero minutes of lond distance a month.
Conslitugnts who use their limited regsources wisgly should not be penalized jor doing so.

€ flat fee 1ax could cause many low-volume long dislancg users, likg students, prepaid wirglgss users, sgnior cilizgns
and low-incomg residential and rural eonsumers, 1o give up their phones due to unaffordablg monthly inergases on
their bills. Shifiing the funding burden of the UST from high volume to low-volumg users is radical and unngegssary. In
addition, it would havg a highly detrimental ¢ffect on small busingsses all across dmerica.

The Kegp UsT Pair Coalition, of which [ am a member, Regps me informed about the UST issue with monthly newslellers
and up to datg information on their website, including links to FCC information. Whilg 1 am aware that federal law dogs
nol requirg companigs 1o reeover, or "pass along” these fegs to their customers, the reality is that thegy do. fs a
consamer | would Tike gnsurg | am charged fairly. 1If the FOC does to a numbers taxed, my service will eost more. nd
aceording to the Coalition's reeent meelings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to chande to a flat fee system
soon and without legislation.

I will continug to monitor developments on the issug and eontinug to spread the word to my eommunity. | request you
pass along my eonegrns to the FCC on my bghalf, lgtting them know how a flat fee 1ax eould disproportionatgly affeet
thosg in your conslitugney.

Thank you for gour eontinugd work and 1 look forward (o hearing about gour position on this matler,

dinegrgly,

ernest Pu Pois

ce
The Federal Communicalions Commission
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Dorothy Frentz — ! Ly
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Senator Hillary Clinton B
11.5. Senate

476 Russell Senate Office Building

Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Clinton:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USF} collection method to a monthly flat fee.  Many of your constituents, including me, my friends,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the
FCC changes that syslem to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents whe use their imited resources wiscly should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-mcome residential and rural consumers, 1o give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifiing the funding burden of the USF from high voluine to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary,
In addiuon, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalitior, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.  While I am aware thai
tederal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along' (hese fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer I would like ensure [ am charged fairly. If the FCC goes (o a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans (o change to a flat
fee system soon and without legislation.

1 will continue (0 monitor developments on the 1ssue and continue to spread the word (o my community. 1 request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behall, letting them know how a flat lee tax could disproportionately
affect those i your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,
Dorothy Frentz

oer
The Federal Cotiimunications Commission
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Representative Tim Rygan

{1.8. House of Representatives

299 Cannon Housg Offieg Building
Washingion, PC 20515-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-dtate Joint Board on Universal Servieg CC Pocke! 96-45

Pgar Representative Ryan:

[ have sgrious concgrns regarding the Federal Communieations Commissions' (FCT) position to changg (he Universal
Service Fund (USF) collgetion melhod 1o a monthly flal fee. Many of your constituents, ineluding me, my frignds, family
and ngighbors, will be negatively impaeted by the unfair ehange proposed by the FCC.

s gou know, U$T is eurrgnily collgeted on a revenuge basis. People who usg moreg pag morg into the system.  If the
FCC changes that sysigm 1o & fial feg, thal means that someong who usgs ong Thousand minulgs & month of long
distaneg, pays thg samg amount into the fund as someong who usgs zgro minutgs of long distaneg & month,
Constitugnts who ugg their limitgd resouregs wisgly should not be penalized jor deing so.

€ fial fee tax could causg many low-volume long dislance usegrs, like studgnts, prepaid wirglgss users, senior eitizens
and low-inecomg rgsidential and rural eonsumers, 1O give up thgir phongs dug to unaffordable monthly inergases on
their bilis. $hifling the funding burdegn of the USF from high volumg to low-velume users is radical and unngeessary. In
addition, it would havg a highly detrimental gffect on small busingsses all across merica.

The Keep UST Fair Coalition, of which [ am & member, Reeps me informed about the USF issug with monthly newsletters
and up 1o dalg information on their websilg, ineluding links to FCC information. Whilg | am awarg that federal law dogs
nol requirg companies 1o reeover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. s &
consumer | would like gnsure | am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to s numbers taxed, my service will ecsl morg. ind
according 10 the Coalition's reegnt meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans lo change 1o a flal feg syslem
soon and withoat legislation.

1 will continug 10 monitor devglopments on the issug and continug to spread the word 10 my ecommunity. ! request gou
pass along my conegrns to thg FCC on my behalf, letting thegm know how a flat feg tax could disproportionatgly affect
those in your consltitugney.

Thank gou for gour continugd work and [ lcok forward 1o hearing about gour position on this matter.
Sincerely.
John MeHab

Gel
The Pederal Communieations Commission
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Representative dtgve Buyer

{L.8. House of Representatives

2230 Rayburn House Office Building

Washinglon, PC 20513-0001

Bubjeet; Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal ervieg CC Pocket 96-45

Pear Representative Buyer:

| have segricus conegrns regarding the Federal Communieations Commissions' (FCC) posilion 10 ehangg the Universal
Segrvieg Pund (USF) collgetion methed to a monthly flat fee. Mang of your eonstitugnts, including mg, my friends, family
and ngighbors, will be nggatively impacted by the anfair changg proposed by the FCC.

s you know, USF is currently ecllgeted on a revegnug basis. Peoplg who ase morg pag more into the system. 1f the
FCC changes thal system to a flat fee, that means that somgong who usegs ong thousand minates a month of long
distance, pays thg samg amount info the fund as somgong who uses zgro minutes of long distaneg a month.
Constitugms who use their limited regsouregs wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

M flat feg tax could cause many low-volume long distaneg users, {ikeg students, prepaid wirglgss users, sgnior citizens
and low-income rgsidential and rural consamers, to give up their phones dug 1o unaffordable monthly inereases on
their bills. $hifting the funding burden of thg UST from high volume 1o low-volume usgrs is radical and unngegssary. In
addition, it would have a highly detrimental gffect on small busingsses all across dmerica.

The Keegp UST Fair Coalition, of which 1 am & member, Keeps mg informed about the USF issug with monthly ngwsleiters
and up to datg information on their website, including links 1o PCC information. While | am awarg that fedgral law does
nol requirg companies 1o recover, or "pass along” these fges to their customers, the reality is that they do. fsa
congumer | would likg gnsure | am charged fairly. If the FCC gogs 1o a numbers taxgd, my servieg will cost more. find
according 1o the Coalition's recent meetings with top FOC officials, the PCC has plans (o changg ic a flat {ee systgm
soon and without leggislation,

1 will eontinug to monitor dévz]opmgmg on the issug and eontinug 10 spread the word 1o my eommunity. 1 reguest gou
pass along my eonegrns 1o the FCC on my behalf, letling them know how a flat fee tax could disprepertionately affect
those in your constitugney.

Thank you for gour continugd work and [ 1ook forward to hgaring about your position on this matter,
dineerely,
Trish Pelers

ee:
The Fedgral Communieations Commission
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Senator Richard Burr

1).8. Scnate

217 Russell Senate Oftice Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subjeet: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Dacket 96-145

Dear Senator Burr:

[ have serious concems regarding the Federal Communications Comnmissions' (FCC) position (o change the Universal
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee.  Many of your constituents, including me, my Inieneds,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system.  [I'the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand munutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penahized for doing so.

A Nat fee (ax could cause many low-velume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly mcreases on
their bills. Shifiing the funding burden of the USF from high volume (0 low-volume users is radical and unnecessary,
I addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newslellers and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.  While 1 am aware that
lederal law does not require compantes to recover, or "pass along” these fees (o their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged faily. 1f the FCC goes (o a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat
fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word (o my community. I request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a fat fee tax could disproportionately
allect those in your constiluency.

Thank you for your continued work and 1 look forward 10 hearing aboul your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

John Jack

ce:
The Federal Communications Commission
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Senator Kag Hutehison

U.8. enate

284 Russgll Sgnate Officg Building
Washington, ®C 20510-0001

Subjeet: Re: Fedgral-State Joint Board on Universal Servieg CC Pocket 96-45

Pear Sgnator Hutchison:

| havg sgricus coneegrns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to ehangg the Universal
Serviee Fund (UST) collgetion method 1o & monthiy flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my frignds, family
and ngighbors, will bg negalively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

s you know, USF is eurrently eollgeted on a rgvgnug basis. Pgopleg who usg morg pay morg into the system.  [f the
FCC changdgs that system {0 a flat feg, that mgans thal somgong who uses ong thousand minules & month of iong
distaneg, pays thg samg amount info the fund as somegong who usgs zero minutgs of long distancg & month.
Constitugnts who use their limited rgsources wisgly should not bg penalizgd for doing so.

4 flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance usgrs, like sludents, prepaid wirglgss users, sgnior citizgns
and low-income residential and rural consumers, 1o give up their phones dug 1o unaffordable monthiy inergases on
their bills. 3hifting the funding burden of the UST from high volume to low-volume users is radieal and unnecessary. [n
addition, it would have & highly detrimental ¢ffget on small busingsses all across America.

The Keep UST Pair Coalition, of which | am a membgr, kgeps mg informed about the UST issug with monthly ngwslgtlgrs
and ap to datg information on thgir wegbsitg, inciuding links to PCC information. Whilg !} am awarg that federal law dogs
not requirg eompanies 1o rgeover, or "pass along” these fees 1o their customgrs, the reelily is thal they do. s &
consumer | would likg gnearg | am charged fairly. If the FCC gogs io a numbers taxed, my serviee will cost moreg. find
aceording to the Coalition's regegnt meetings with top FCOC officials, the FUC has plans to echange 10 a flat fee system
soon and without Ieggislation.

I will eontinug to monitor developments on the ssug and continug to spread the word to my communily. | requgst you
pass along my eonegrns to the FCC on my bghalf, lgtting thegm know how & flat fee lax eould disproportionately affeet
thosg in your constitugney.

Thank you for gour econtinugd work and 1 look forward to hearing aboat your position on this matler.

Sinegrely,

James log Blane

cel
The Pederal Communications Commissgion
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Box 400, Hwy 29 8., Grover, NC 28073 =
November 2, 2005 8:05 AM

Senator Richard Burr

1.5, Senate

217 Russell Senate Office Bulding
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-15

Dear Senator Bur:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' {(FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USY) collection method to a monthly flat fee.  Many of your constituents, including me, my friends,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. [ the
FCC changes that system 1o a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Counstituents who use their limited resources wiscly should not he penalized for doing so.

A Nat {ce tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users 1s radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the TSF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.  While I am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or “pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. Asa consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition’s recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans 1o change to a It
lee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the 1ssue and continue 1o spread the word to my community. I request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a lat tee tax could disproportionately
aflect those in your constilucncy,

Thank you [or vour continued work and I look forward (o hearing about your position on tlus matter.

Sincerely,

Mark Marlowe

ot
The Federal Commanications Commussion
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Senator George Voinovich

1:.S. Senate

524 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

car Senator Voinovich:
Dear Senator Voinovich

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position o change the Umiversal
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly Aat fee.  Many of your constituents, inclading me, my Iriends,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As vou know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. 1 the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutcs a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero mimutes of long distance a month,
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior cizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, o give up their phones due 1o unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shafiing the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users 1s radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental eflect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I mn a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with inonthiy
newsletters and up to date information on their websile, including links to FCC information. While [ am aware that
lederal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. 1If the FCC goes to a mambers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat
fee system soon and without legislation. '

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue 1o spread the word 1o my community. I request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behall, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
allect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward (e hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Chris Smith

ces
The Federal Communications Commission

N P RS

' FCC-MAILRO ¥ -



[ RECEIVED & INSPECTEL

JAN 2 6 2006,
Roger Collier
3074 Lake June Blvd , Lake Placid, FL 33852-8603
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November 2, 2005 7:13 AM

Scuator Bill Nelson

1].S. Senate

716 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-15

Dear Senator Nelson:

I have serious concemns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC} position (o change the Universal
Service Fund (USE) callection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my Iriends,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC,

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minules of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their imited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A llat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, ke sludents, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the lunding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental eflect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.  While I am aware that
federal law does nol require companics (o recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that (hey
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. 1f the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change o a flat
lee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue (o spread the word (o my community. [ request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf] letting them know how a Hat fee tax could disproportionately
allect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing aboul your position on this matter.

Smcercly,

Roger Collier

[ &4
The Federal Communications Commission
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November 1, 2005 5:25 PM

Senator Hillary Clinton

U.5, Senate

476 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-43

Dear Senator Clinton:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If
the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month
of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a
month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly
increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is
radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
America.

The Keep USF Fair Codlition, of which T am a member, kéeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.  While T am aware
that federal law dees not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the
reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure T am charged fairly, If the FCC goes to a numbers
taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Cealition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the
FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community, I
request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a fla'r fee tax could
dispropoftionately affect those in your constituency. : :

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,

Harold Gubler

cc:
The Federal Communications Commission
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Hovember 2, 2005 4:07 1M

Representativg Vernon €hlers

U.8. Houseg of Representatives

1714 lsongworth House Offieg Building
Washington, ®C 20515-0001

3ubjeet: Re: Federal-state Joint Board on Universal $ervieg CC Pocket 96-45

Pear Representative €hlgrs:

| have serious coneerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal
Servicg Fund (UST) eollgetion mgthod to a monthly flat fee. Mang of your constitugnts, including me, my frignds, family
and ngighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair changg proposed by thg FCC.

s you know, U8F is currgntly zollgeled on a revenug basis. Prople who use morg pag morg into the sysigm. 1 the
FCC changes that system 10 & flat feg, that mgans that somgong who uses ong thousand minutgs & month of long
dislance, pays the same amount into the fund as someong who uses zero minulgs of long distance a month.
Constitugnts who usg their limited resouregs wisgly shoald not be penalized jor doing so.

 flat fge tax could cause many low-volume long disiance users, likg students, prepaid wirglgss users, sgnior citizens
and low-inecome rgsidential and rural consumers, to give up their phongs dug lo unaffordablg monthly inereases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burdgn of the UST from high volume to low-volumg users is radical and unmecessary. [n
additicn, it would have & highly detrimental effeet on small busingsses all across Amgerica.

The Kgep UST Fair Coalition, of which | am a mgmbgr, kgeps me informed aboul the UST issug with monthly ngwslelters
and up to datg information on their website, ineluding links te ¥ information.  Whilg | am awarg that federal law dogs
not requirg companigs to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customgrs, the reality is that theg do. s a
consumer | would likg gnsurg [ am charged fairly. If the FCC goes 1o a numbers texed, my segrvieg will cost more. fnd
according to the Coalition's reegnt megtings with lop FCC officials, the PCC has plans to changdg 1o a [lat fee system
soon and without legislation.

I will eontinug to monilor developments on the issug and continug 1o spread the word to my community. [ request you
pass along my conegrns to the FCC on my behalf, Iztiing them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect
those in your constitugney.

Thank you for gour continugd work and 1 look forward to hearing about gour position on thig matter,
Sineergly,
Paal Kowroski

ce: ‘
The Pederal Communications Commission
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Elaine Kucera
14996 Rose Creek Lane , Riverton, UT 84065-3659

November 2, 2005 8:39 AM

Senator Robert Bennett

L.5. Senate

431 Dirksen Senate Oflice Building
Wishington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-145

Dear Senator Bennett:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position (o change the Universal
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee.  Many of your constituents, including me, my frnends,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As vou know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. It the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someonc who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A llat [ec 1ax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumecrs, (o give up their phenes duc (0 unalfordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifing the funding burden ol the USF from high volume (o low-volume users 1s radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental eflect on small businesses all across America.

‘The Keep UISF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with momtlily
newsletlers and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.  While [ am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the realily is that they
do. Asaconsumer I would like ensure 1 am charged fairly. If the FCC goes 1o a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. Amd according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top IFCC officials, the FCC has plans (o change 10 a (lal
fee system soon and without legislation.

I will contimue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word (o my community, I request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behall, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
affect those in your constituency,

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Smcerely,

Elaine Kucera

[ &
The Federal Communications Comimission
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Daniel Feller

18 Heritage Drive , Lancaster, NY 14086-1013

November 2, 2005 8:32 AM

Representative Thomas Reynolds
13.5. House of Representatives

332 Cannon House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Decar Representative Reynolds:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USF} collection method to a monthly flat fee.  Many of your constituents, including me, my friends,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenuc basis. People who use more pay more into the system.  If the
¥FCC changes that system to a tlat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uscs zero minutes of long distance a montls.
Constituents who use their limited resources wiscly should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly mereases on

In addition, it would have a highly detritnental effect on small businesses all across Amenca.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.  While T am aware dlsat
tederal law does not require comparies to recover, or "pass along” these fees 1o their customers, the reality is that they
do. Asa consumer I would like ensure [ am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according 1o the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change 1o a {lal
fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continuc (o spread the word to my community. I request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behall, leuing them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
alleet those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Daniel Feller

L8 44
The Federal Communications Commission

i
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JOHN TAYLOR

PO BOX 57 , SEAFORD, DE 19973 FCC=MRAICROOM

November 2, 2005 6441 AM

Senator Thomas Carper

1.8, Senate

513 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-Stale Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-445

Decar Scnator Carper:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) posttion (o change the Universal
Service Fund (USE) collection method 1o 2 monthly Nat fee.  Many of your constituents, including me, my lriends,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FUC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. 1l the
FCC changes that system Lo a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount inio the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance 2 month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, hke students, prepaid wircless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly mcreases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users 1s radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issuc with monthly
newslelters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.  While [ am aware (hat
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer I would like ensure 1 am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat
fec system soon and without legislation.

1 will continue to monitor developments on the 1ssue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproporticnately
aftect those in your constituency,

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

JOHN TAYLOR

e
The Federal Communications. Commission
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P.O.Box 1733, Athens, TN 37371-1733

November 2, 2005 8:29 AM

Scnator Bill Frist

U1.S. Senate

509 Hart Senate Oflice Building
Washington, 1DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Decar Scnator Frist:

I hiave serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USH collection method 1o a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, inchading me, my fnends,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. i the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero mimutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A llat tee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, Lo give up their phones due (0 unalfordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnceessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. 'While [ am awarc that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer [ would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat
lee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to menitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word (o tny commumnity. 1 request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behall, letting them know how a flat [ee 1ax could disproportionately
aflect those m your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this maticr.

Smcercly,

Ricky Jack

£
The Federal Communications Commission
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Alan J. Burke : -
- - - ____________________________________________
46 Pasture Rd. , North Swanzey, NH 03431-4448 i

November 2, 2005 6:11 AM

Scnator John Sununu

1.5, Scnate

111 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject;: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senalor Sununu:

[ have scrious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USF) collection method 1o a monthly flat fee.  Many of your constituents, including me, my Irends,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. It the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses onc thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-velume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural censumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the T/SF from high volume o low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimenial effect on small businesses all across Amerca.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which 1 am a member, keeps me informed about the USF 1ssue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links (o FCC information.  While [ am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cosi
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a [kt
fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
affect thosc In your constituency,

Thank you for your continued work and T look forward to hearing about your posttion on this matter.

Sincerely,

Alan J. Burke

L 4N
The Federal Communications Commission
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November 2, 2005 6:04 AM

Senator Robert Byrd

1.8, Senate

311 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dcar Senator Byrd:

I have senous concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of vour constituents, including me, my friends.
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenuc basis. People who use more pay more into the system.  If the
FCC changes that sysiem (o a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their lirited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat tee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due (o unallordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifling the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small busincsses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USK issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links io FCC information.  While I am awarce that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. Asa consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes (o a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans 1o change to a flat
fee system soon and without legislation.

[ will continue to monitor developments on the issuc and continue 1o spread the word to my community. I request
you pass along my concerus (o the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a tlat fee tax could disproportionately
affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and 1 look forward to hearing about your position on this matler.

Sincerely,

bill belcher

ce
The Federal Communications Commission



RECEIVEDR 1 ... ) |

JANZ¢% 5,

GOH Costa

7125 €1m , taglor, Ml 48393

g

VFCC-MALTO0M ¢

Hovember 2, 2005 6:00 1M

Representative John Pingell

.3, House of Rgpreseniatives

2328 Raygburn Housg Offieg Building
Washington, BC 20515-0001

Subjget: Re: Federal-Slatg Joint Board on Universal $ervice CC Pockel 96-45

Pear Representative Pingell:

| havg sgrious concerns regarding the Federal Communieations Commissions' (FCC) position to change thg Universal
Servieg Fund (U$T) collgetion method 10 a monthly flat fegg. Mang of gour eonstilugnts, including mg, my frignds. family
and ngighbors, will be nggativelg impacted by the anfair change propesed by the FCC.

s you know, USF is currently eoligeled on a rgvenug basis. Peoplg who usg morg pay morg into the syslem. [ the
FCC changes that sysiem 10 a [iat fze, that means that somgong who uses ong thousand minutegs a month of long
distaneg, pays the same amounlt into the jund as somgone who usgs zero minulgs of long distanceg & month.
Conslitugnts who use their limited resouregs wisely should not be penalized for doing =o.

A flat feg lax could causg many low-volume long distance users, likg students, prepaid wirglgss users, sgnior citizens
and low-ineomg residential and rural consumers, to give up their phongs dug o unaffordable monthly inergasegs on
their bills, $hifling the funding burden of the UsT from high volume to low-volume usgrs is radieal and unngegssary. In
addition, it would have & highly detrimental effeet on small busingssgs all across Ameriea.

The Reep UST Fair Coalition, of whieh [ am a member, keeps me informed aboat the USTF issue with monthly newsigtiers
and up 1o datg information on their website, including links to FCC information. While | am aware that federal law dogs
not requirg companigs 1o recover, or "pass along” these [ees to their customers, the reality is that they do. s &
consumer | would likg ensure [ am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taged, my sgrvice will cost morg. find
aceording to thg Coalition's reegnt megtings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to ehangg 1o a flat feg sustem
soon and without legislation.

| will continag to menitor developments on thg issue and continug to spread the word to my eommanity. | request you
pass along my coneerns 1o the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how & flal fee tax ecould disproportionately affeet
those in gour constitugney.

Thank you for your econtinugd work and | ook forward to hearing about your position on this matier.

dinegrely,

Coy Costa

e
The Federal Communications Commission
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Duane Schanz
— FCTRTRITROOM
749 Barker Road , New Vineyard, MF. 04956 !

November 2, 2005 7:55 AM

Scnator Susan Collins

LS. Senate

461 Dirksen Senate Ofhice Building
Washinglon, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Scnator Collins:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my iends,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis, People who use more pay more inlo the system.  I'the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero mimutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited rescurces wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A llat lee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, (o give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnccessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.  While I am aware that
[ederal Jaw does nol require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees 1o their customers, the reality 1s that they
do. As a consumer [ would like ensure I am charged lairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service wall cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC oflicials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat
fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word (o my cominumnty. [ request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my hehalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Smcerely,

Duane Schanz

({4
The Federal Communications Commission
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JOHN YINGLING
MR "

M
526 EAST MONROE , SANDUSKY, OH 44870 b ‘

November 1, 2005 5:46 PM

Senator George Voinovich

U.S. Senate

524 Hart Senate Office Building
Washingten, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Voinovich:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If
the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month
of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a
month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable menthly
increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-velume users is
radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which T am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware
that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the
reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers
taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the
FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word Yo my community. T
request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could
disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,

JOHN YINGLING

cc:
The Federal Communications Commission
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Representative Jim Ryun

.8, House of Representatives
1110 longworth House Offieg Blds.
Washington, PC 20515-000t

Subjgen: Re: Fedgral-$tate foint Poard on Universal Servieg CC Poeket 96-45

Pear Representative Ryun:

[ havg sgricus conegrns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position 1o change the Universal
Serviee Pund (USF) eollgetion method to a monlhiy fiat feg. Many of your conslitugnts, ineluding me, my [rignds, family
and ngighbors, will be negatively impaeted by the unfeir change proposed by the FCC.

s you know, USF is currently eollgeted on a rgvegnag basis. People who usg morg pay morg into the systgm.  |f the
FCC changgs that sysigm to a flal fee, thal mgans that somgong who uses ong thousand minutes a month of long
distancg, pays the same amount info the fund as somgong who uses zero minulgs of long distancg a month.
Constitugnts who useg their limited resoureegs wisgly should not bg pgnalized for doing so.

d flat feg tax coutd eausg many low-volame long distancg users, likg students, prepaid wirglgss users, sgnior cilizens
and low-income regsidgntial and rural eonsumers, 1o givg up their phones dug 1o unafjordable monthly inereages on
their bills, $hijting the funding barden of the UST from high volume to low-volume usgrs is radical and unngzegssary. In
addition, it would have & highly detrimgntal gffget on smal! busingsses all across fmerica.

The Keep UST Fair Coalition, of which | am a member, Regps mg informed about the UST issue with monthly newslelters
and up to datg information on their website, including links to FCC information. While | am awarg that federal law dogs
not require eompanies to recover, or "pass along” thesg fees to their customers, the reality is that theg do. s a
consumer | would like gnsarg ) am charged fairly. If the FCC gogs to a numbers taxed, my servieg will ecost morg. find
according to the Coalition's reegnt megtings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to echangge (o a {lal feg system
soon and without lggislation.

i will eontinug to monitor deuzioﬁmgnts on the issug and continug to spread thg word to my commaunity. | request you
pass along my conegrns (o the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat feg tax could disproportionately affect
thosg in your constitugney.

Thank gou for your continugd work and [ look forward to hgaring about gour position on this matigr.

Sinegrely,

George MeMullen

[S1e .
The Federal Communications Commission
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Representativg Ralph Hall

.8 House of Rgpreseniatives
2403 Rayburn Housg Offieg Bldg.
Washindton, ®C 20515-0001

Subjeet: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Pocket 96-45

Pear Representative Hall;

I havg sgrious conegrns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FUC) position to changge the Universal
dervieg Fund ({UST) collgetion method to a monthly flat fge. Many of your constitugnts, including me, my frignds, family
and ngighbors, will be negatively impaected by the unfair changde proposed by the FCC.

s you know, UST ia currgntly eollgetegd on & revenug basis. People who usg morg pay more into the system.  |f the
FCC changes that system to a flai feg, that megans that somgong who usgs ong thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the samg amount into the fund as somgong who usgs zgro minutes of long distaneeg a month.
Constitugnts who usg their limited resourezs wisgly should not bg penalized Jor doing so.

A flat feg tax could ecausg many low-volume long distaneg users, like students, prepaid wireglgss usegrs, sgnior cilizgns
and low-inecomg rgsidential and rural consumers, to give up their phongs dug to unaffordable monthly inereases on
their bilts. Shifting the funding barden of the USF from high volumg 10 low-volume usgrs is radieal and unngegssary. In
addition, it would have a highly detrimental gffect on small busingsses all across fimerica.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which 1 am & member, Keeps me informed aboul the UST issug with monthly newslelters
and up to datg information on their websitg, ineluding links 1o FCC information. While | am awarg that fedgeral law dogs
not regquirg companigs to regeover, or "pass along” these fees o their cuslomers, the realily is that they do. s a
consumer | would likg gnsure | am charged fairly. f the PCC goes to a numbers taxed, my servieg will cost morg, dnd
aceording to thg Coalition's recent megtings with top FCC officialg, the FCC has plans 1o change (o a flat fre system
soon and without Iggisiation.

[ will continug to monitor degvelopments on the issug and continug to spread the word o my eommunity. | requegst you
pass along my conegrns Lo thg FCC on my behalf, Igtting thgm know how a flat fee tax eould disproportionately affeet
thosg in gour eonstitugney.

Thank you for your eontinugd work and | look forward to hgaring about your position on this matigr.

dinceerely,

Mark ategelg

[S{CH ,
The Federal Communications Commission



drthur Tyngs

5804 kandgrwood Pr, Gregnsbore, RC 27405

HoROU 2 RIAIL HOGM |

Sgnator Richard Burr

U.8. Sensate

217 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, PC 20310-0001

Subjeet: Re: Federal-statg Joint Board on Univgrsal dgrvieg CC Docket 96-45

Pear Sgnator Burr:

[ have serious concerns regarding thg Federal Communieations Commissions' (FCC) position to ehange the Universal
Servieg Fund ({(187) eollgetion method to a monthly flat fee.  Many of your constitugnts, including me, my friends, family
and neighbors, witl be negatively impacled by the unfair change proposegd by the FCC.

s gou know, UsF is currently collgeled on a rgvenug basis. People who usg morg pay morg into the system.  [If the
PCC changes that system to a flat fee, that mgans thal somgong who uses ong thousand minutes a month of long
distaneg, pays thg samg amount into the fund as somegong who usgs zgro minutes of long distaneg a month.
Constitugnts who usg their limited rggources wisgly should not be penalizgd for doing so.

M flat feg tax could causg many low-volumeg long distance users, like studems, prepaid wirglgss users, sgnior eilizgns
and low-inecomg rgsidential and rural eonsumers, to give up their phongs dug to unaffordablg monibly inergasgs on
their bills. $hifting the funding burden of thg UST from high volume 1o low-volumg users is radical and unngegssary. In
addition, it would have a highly detrimental ¢ffect on small busingssegs all across fAmgrica.

The Regp UST Fair Coslition, of which [ am & member, kKggps me informed about thg USF issue with monthly newsletiers
and up to datg information on their website, ineluding links o TCC information.  Whilg | am aweare thal federal law does
not rgquirg eompanigs to rgeover, or 'pass along” these fees 1o their customers, the reality is that they do. s a
consumer [ would like gnsurg [ am charged fairly. 1f the FCC goes t0 a numbers taxed, my sgrvieg will cost more. #nd
aceording 1o the Coalition's reegnt megtings with 1op FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flal feg system
soon and withoul lggislation,

1 will eoniinug to monitor dgvelopments on lhe issug and continug 10 spread the word 1o my eommunity. 1 regues! you
poes along my conegrns to the FCC on my behal, lelling them know how a fiat fee 1ar could disproportionalely affect
thogg in your eonstitugney.

Thank gou for your eontinugd work and | look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sinegrely,

Hrthur Tynes

[1CH
The Federal Communications Commission



